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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 22-45 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 22-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Strandwitz et al. (US 6,522,352 B1) in view of Davis (US 6,078,350 A). 

Regarding claim 22, Strandwitz discloses a communication system (see figure 4) 
comprising: 

a first apparatus in a wireless network (100 - figure 4); 

a second apparatus in a wired network (41 0 - see figure 4); and 

a communication apparatus (401) that is communicable to the first apparatus, and is 
communicable to the second apparatus (see figure 4), 

wherein the communication apparatus (401 - figure 4) includes a first communication 
unit (RX - see figure 2), a decoding unit (video decoding - see figure 2), an encoding unit (video 
encoding - see figure 2), and a second communication unit (TX - see figure 2) (it is important to 
note that each of the devices 100 and 401 has an architecture as described with reference to 
figure 2. That is, device 401 comprises encoding/decoding module, real time video transport 
protocol, verified transport protocol and a communication controller and transceiver as shown in 
figure 2. Furthermore, device 401 in figure 4 provides protocol translation to convert between 
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the wireless protocol and the standard public network protocol or the standard PC interface 
protocol - see col. 6, lines 48-63 and figures 2 and 4), 

wherein the first communication unit is adapted to receive first encoded video data 
encoded by a first encoding system and transmitted from the first apparatus (device 401 
comprises RX unit for receiving encoded video encoded by video encoding unit in wireless 
camera device and transmitted from the wireless camera device 100 as shown in figure 4 - see 
figure 4; col. 3, lines 17-23; col. 6, lines 48-63), 

wherein the second communication unit (TX unit in device 401) is adapted to transmit 
the video data (from the wireless camera device 100) to the second apparatus (410 - see figure 
4). 

It is noted that Strandwitz teaches encoding/decoding algorithms and transport protocols 
are configured and optimized based on the multimedia data type and the user's selection. As 
addressed above, device 401 communicates with wireless camera device 100 and PC 
apparatus 401-412 and provides protocol translation to convert video signals between the 
wireless protocol and the standard public network protocol or the standard PC interface protocol 
as shown in figure 4. 

Strandwitz does not specifically teach decoding the received encoded video data into 
video data and encoding the video data into second encoded video data using a second video 
encoding system. However, Davis shows that an apparatus in figure 2 translates encoded video 
data from first format to second format, for example, unit 206 translates encoded video data 
from format A to format B and unit 208 translates encoded video data from format B to format A. 
Particularly, the unit 206 includes a decoder 212 and an encoder 214. The decoder 212 is 
coupled to receive encoded video data of format A from terminal 202, and the decoded video 
data output from the decoder 212 are input to encoder 214. The encoder 214 is configured to 
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encode input video data into format B and to provide the encoded video data in format B to 
terminal 204 via a switch 210 (see col. 3-4, lines 63-44). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of 
Strandwitz by including a decoder for decoding the input encoded video data into video data 
and an encoder for encoding the video data from the decoder into second encoded video data 
as taught by Davis in order to effectively translate encoded video data between the different 
formats or protocols with less costs. 

Regarding claim 23, Strandwitz discloses that the first apparatus (100) is a video 
camera (see figure 4), and the second apparatus (410) is an apparatus adapted to record the 
second video data on a recording medium (it is noted that multi-media personal computer 410 
can record video data on recording medium such as disc, hard-drive... etc - see figure 4; col. 6, 
lines 48-58). 

Regarding claim 24, Strandwitz discloses that the first apparatus (100) is a video 
camera (see figure 4), and the second apparatus (410) is an apparatus adapted to display the 
second video data (it is noted that multi-media personal computer 410 adapted to display the 
video data on monitor 41 1 - see figure 4; col. 6, lines 48-58). 

Regarding claim 25, the interpretation for this claim is similar to the interpretation for 
claim 22 above. 

Regarding claim 26, the interpretation for this claim is similar to the interpretation for 
claim 23 above. 

Regarding claim 27, the interpretation for this claim is similar to the interpretation for 
claim 24 above. 

Claims 28-30 recite a communication method having the same limitations as recited in 
claims 25-27. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 25-27. 
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Regarding claim 31, Strandwitz discloses a communication system (see figure 4) 
comprising: 

a first apparatus in a wireless network (404 - figure 4); 

a second apparatus in a wired network (410 - see figure 4); and 

a communication apparatus (401) that is communicable to the first apparatus, and is 
communicable to the second apparatus (see figure 4), 

wherein the communication apparatus (401 - figure 4) includes a first communication 
unit (TX - see figure 2), a decoding unit (video decoding - see figure 2), an encoding unit (video 
encoding - see figure 2), and a second communication unit (RX - see figure 2) (it is important to 
note that each of the devices 404 and 401 has an architecture as described with reference to 
figure 2. That is, device 401 comprises encoding/decoding module, real time video transport 
protocol, verified transport protocol and a communication controller and transceiver as shown in 
figure 2. Furthermore, device 401 in figure 4 provides protocol translation to convert between 
the wireless protocol and the standard public network protocol or the standard PC interface 
protocol - see col. 6, lines 48-63 and figures 2 and 4), 

wherein the second communication unit is adapted to receive second encoded video 
data encoded by a second encoding system and transmitted from the second apparatus (device 
401 comprises RX unit for receiving encoded video transmitted from the PC 410 as shown in 
figure 4 - see figure 4; col. 6, lines 48-63), 

wherein the first communication unit (TX unit in device 401) is adapted to transmit the 
video data (from PC 410) to the first apparatus (404 - see figure 4). 

It is noted that Strandwitz teaches encoding/decoding algorithms and transport protocols 
are configured and optimized based on the multimedia data type and the user's selection. As 
addressed above, device 401 communicates with device 404 and PC apparatus 401 and 
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provides protocol translation to convert video signals between the wireless protocol and the 
standard public network protocol or the standard PC interface protocol as shown in figure 4. 

Strandwitz does not specifically teach decoding the received encoded video data into 
video data and encoding the video data into second encoded video data using a second video 
encoding system. However, Davis shows that an apparatus in figure 2 translates encoded video 
data from first format to second format, for example, unit 206 translates encoded video data 
from format A to format B and unit 208 translates encoded video data from format B to format A. 
Particularly, the unit 208 includes a decoder 222 and an encoder 224. The decoder 222 is 
coupled to receive encoded video data of format B from terminal 204, and the decoded video 
data output from the decoder 222 are input to encoder 224. The encoder 224 is configured to 
encode input video data into format A and to provide the encoded video data in format A to 
terminal 202 via a switch 210 (see col. 3-4, lines 63-44). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of 
Strandwitz by including a decoder for decoding the input encoded video data into video data 
and an encoder for encoding the video data from the decoder into second encoded video data 
as taught by Davis in order to effectively translate encoded video data between the different 
formats or protocols with less costs. 

Regarding claim 32, Strandwitz discloses that the first apparatus (video camera 100 or 
lap-top computer 404) is an apparatus adapted to record the first encoded video data on a 
recording medium (i.e., video tape, hard-drive, disc... etc - see figure 4), and the second 
apparatus (410) is an apparatus adapted to reproduce the second video data from a recording 
medium (it is noted that multi-media personal computer 410 can reproduce the video data from 
recording medium such as hard-drive, disc... etc - see figure 4; col. 6, lines 48-58). 
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Regarding claim 33, Strandwitz discloses that the first apparatus (lap-top computer 404) 
is an apparatus adapted to display the first encoded video data (see figure 4), and the second 
apparatus (410) is an apparatus adapted to reproduce the second encoded video data from a 
recording medium (it is noted that multi-media personal computer 410 can reproduce the video 
data from recording medium such as hard-drive, disc... etc - see figure 4; col. 6, lines 48-58). 

Regarding claim 34, the interpretation for this claim is similar to the interpretation for 
claim 31 above. 

Regarding claim 35, the interpretation for this claim is similar to the interpretation for 
claim 32 above. 

Regarding claim 36, the interpretation for this claim is similar to the interpretation for 
claim 33 above. 

Claims 37-39 recite a communication method having the same limitations as recited in 
claims 34-36. Therefore, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 34-36. 

Claims 40-45, Strandwitz discloses that transmission of video data must be isochronous 
to prevent buffer over flow or underflow in the receiving end in the system as shown in figure 4 
(see col. 8, lines 9-13). 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ngoc K. Vu whose telephone number is 571-272-7306. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Grant can be reached on 571-272-7294. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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